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Abstract

We consider one-parameter families of quadratic-phase integral transforms which

generalize the fractional Fourier transform. Under suitable regularity assump-

tions, we characterize the one-parameter groups formed by such transforms.

Necessary and sufficient conditions for continuous dependence on the parameter

are obtained in L
2, pointwise, and almost-everywhere senses.
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1 Introduction

The idea of the fractional Fourier transform (FRFT) goes back to Wiener in 1929.
In the last few decades, the FRFT has found practical applications in optics [1] and
signal processing [2], among many others.

As a one-parameter extension of the Fourier transform

Ff(u) = f̂(u) :=
1√
2π

∫

R

e−iutf(t)dt (u ∈ R),

the FRFT of order α ∈ R is defined by

Fαf(u) =

√

1− i cotα

2π

∫

R

ei[
1
2 (cotα)u

2−(cscα)ut+ 1
2 (cotα)t

2]f(t)dt (1)
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for α /∈ Zπ, and Fnπf(u) = f((−1)nu) for n ∈ Z ([3], [4], [5]). Clearly,

Fπ
2
f = Ff.

It is shown in [3] (see also [4], [5]) that Fα satisfies Plancherel’s theorem

‖Fαf‖L2(R) = ‖f‖L2(R)

and that Fαf ∈ L2(R) depends continuously on α when f ∈ L2(R); moreover, {Fα}
forms a one-parameter group, i.e., it satisfies F0 = I (identity) and

Fα ◦ Fβ = Fα+β (α, β ∈ R). (2)

More generally, {Fα} is a subgroup of a three-parameter group of unitary trans-
formations on L2(R) called the linear canonical transforms (LCTs; [6], [7, Ch. 9]). Up
to suitable completion, the LCTs take the form

LA,B,Cf(u) = D ·
∫

R

ei[
1
2Au2−But+ 1

2Ct2]f(t)dt, (3)

where A,B,C ∈ R, B 6= 0, and D ∈ C is an appropriate constant with |D| =
√

|B|
2π

(whose precise value will be omitted). For simplicity, we will denote LA,B,C by the
triple [A,B,C]. Thus, for example,

Fα = [cotα, cscα, cotα]. (4)

Besides {Fα}, the LCTs contain two other one-parameter subgroups:

Eα :=
[ 1

α
,
1

α
,
1

α

]

, (5)

Gα := [cothα, cschα, cothα]. (6)

It is easy to see that if [A(α), B(α), C(α)] (α ∈ R) is a one-parameter subgroup of
the LCTs, then so are the following (where ω, λ, γ ∈ R are arbitrary fixed constants):

[A(ωα), B(ωα), C(ωα)], (7)
[ 1

λ
A(α),

1

λ
B(α),

1

λ
C(α)

]

, (8)

[A(α) − γ,B(α), C(α) + γ]. (9)

The first objective of this note is to show that, up to the transformations (7)–(9)
and under suitable regularity assumptions on the functions A(α), B(α), and C(α),
{Fα}, {Eα}, and {Gα} give all one-parameter subgroups of the LCTs.
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Theorem 1.1. Let Lα = [A(α), B(α), C(α)] (α ∈ R) be a one-parameter subgroup of
the LCTs, satisfying (14) and (15). Then Lα takes one of the following forms:



























(I)
[

1
λ cot(ωα)− γ, 1

λ csc(ωα), 1
λ cot(ωα) + γ

]

(α ∈ R),

(II)
[

1
λα − γ, 1

λα ,
1
λα + γ

]

(α ∈ R),

(III)
[

1
λ coth(ωα) − γ, 1

λcsch(ωα),
1
λ coth(ωα) + γ

]

(α ∈ R),

(10)

for some constants ω, λ, γ ∈ R.
The one-parameter subgroups (10) are essentially identified in [7, §9.3] using

Lie-theoretic methods. However, the problem of characterizing all one-parameter sub-
groups of the LCTs is considered only formally in [7]. Our approach here is more direct:
We turn the subgroup property into functional equations satisfied by A(·), B(·), and
C(·), and eventually reduce the problem to solving differential equations. It should be
noted that the regularity condition of Theorem 1.1 is limited by our approach and can
likely be weakened. Note also that there are one-parameter subgroups of the LCTs
(corresponding to the case B(α) ≡ ∞) which are not contained in (10) (see [7]).

The second objective of this note is to study one-parameter families of LCTs of
the form

Lαf(u) = D(α)

∫

R

ei[
1
2A(α)u2−B(α)ut+ 1

2C(α)t2]f(t)dt (α ∈ I), (11)

where A(α), B(α), C(α), D(α) are as in (3), and I is an interval. More specifically, we
are interested in finding necessary and sufficient conditions for Lαf to be continuous
in α and f in certain topologies. To this end, it is useful to notice that A(α) does
not influence the magnitude of Lαf , and that the integral in (11) becomes highly
oscillatory when |B(α)| or |C(α)| → ∞. Note that, by composing LA,B,C with F−π

2
,

one has the identity

LA,B,Cf(u) = L
A−B2

C
,−B

C
,− 1

C

f̂(u)

=
D

√

|C|
ei(

A
2 u2+π

4 )

∫

R

e−i (Bu−v)2

2C f̂(v)dv, (12)

which can be used to turn a highly oscillatory integral into a (at least formally) less
oscillatory one.

Assuming that D(α) is continuous, in Section 3 we show that Lα : L2(R) → L2(R)
is strongly continuous in α if and only if A(α), B(α), and C(α) are continuous in α.
Assuming that A(α), B(α), C(α), and D(α) are all continuous, in Section 4 we show
that Lαf(u) (u fixed) is continuous in α for all f ∈ L2(R, (1 + t2)rdt) if and only
if r > 1/2, and that, assuming additionally C(α) 6= 0, Lαf(u) is continuous for all
f ∈ Hs(R) (Sobolev space of order s) if and only if s > 1/2.
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To study the case where |C(α)| → ∞, we will specialize to the situation where the
convergence of Lαf can be reduced by (12) to that of

Laf(u) :=
1√
2π

∫

R

ei[b(a)uv+av2 ]f̂(v)dv (a → 0), (13)

where b(a) satisfies lim
a→0

b(a) = 1. This is indeed the case, for example, when Lα = Eα

(with a = −α
2 ), Fα (with a = − tanα

2 ), or Gα (with a = − tanhα
2 ).

Assuming that b(a) is Lipschitz near a = 0, in Section 4 we extend a result by
Carleson [8] for the case b(a) = 1, by showing that

lim
a→0

Laf(u) = f(u), ∀u ∈ R

holds for all f ∈ Cs
c (R) (Hölder space of order s) if and only if s > 1/2, and that

lim sup
a→0

|Laf(u)| < ∞, ∀u ∈ R

holds for all f ∈ Cs
c (R) if and only if s ≥ 1/2.

Under the same assumption on b(a), in Section 5 we show that

lim
a→0

Laf(u) = f(u), a.e. u ∈ R

holds for all f ∈ Hs(R) if and only if s ≥ 1/4. The necessity part is a direct gener-
alization of a result by Dahlberg-Kenig [9] for the case b(a) = 1. The sufficiency part
is due to Carleson [8] when b(a) = 1, and to Cho-Lee-Vargas [10] (for s > 1/4) and
Ding-Niu [11] (for s = 1/4) in the general case. In fact, [10] and [11] consider more
general phase functions and their proofs are quite involved. Here we give a simplified
proof utilizing the quadratic phase structure in (13).

Finally, Section 6 is concerned with possible global bound for the maximal function

L∗f(u) := sup
a

|Laf(u)|, u ∈ R.

Extending [12, Theorem 3] for the case b(a) =
√
1 + a2, we show that if b(a) 6= 1 and

is continuous, then no global bound of the form

L∗ : Hs(R) → Lp(R)

holds for s > 0 and p < ∞. This is in sharp contrast with the case b(a) = 1, for which
L∗ is known to be bounded from H1/4(R) to L4(R) (see [13]).

2 Proof of Theorem 1.1

In this section we prove Theorem 1.1. To formulate the precise conditions, we restate
Theorem 1.1 as follows.
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Theorem 2.1. Let Lα (α ∈ R) be a one-parameter family of LCTs of the form (11),
satisfying

(i) A(α) + C(α) 6= 0; (14)

(ii) A′′(α) and B′′(α) exist. (15)

Then Lα (α ∈ R) forms a one-parameter group in the sense of (2) if and only if Lα

belongs to one of the three classes in (10).

Proof. By calculation, we get ∀f ∈ L2(R),

Lα̃ ◦ Lαf(u) =D(α̃)D(α)

√

iπ

C(α) +A(α̃)
×

∫

R

f(t)ei
[

(A(α)− B2(α)
4(A(α̃)+C(α))

)t2− B(α)B(α̃)
2(A(α̃)+C(α))

ut+(C(α)− B2(α)
4(A(α̃)+C(α))

)u2
]

dt.

Then we get that algebraic property is equivalent to equations























A(α̃+ α) = A(α)− B2(α)
(

A(α̃) + C(α)
)−1

1)

B(α̃ + α) = B(α)B(α̃)
(

A(α̃) + C(α)
)−1

2)

C(α̃+ α) = C(α)− B2(α)
(

A(α̃) + C(α)
)−1

3)

D(α̃ + α) =
√
2πiD(α)D(α̃)

(

A(α̃) + C(α)
)− 1

2 . 4)

For sufficiency, we just need to substitute (I), (II) and (III) into the equations
above.

For necessity, firstly we show that ∀ α, C(α)−A(α) ≡ const. By equation 2) and
interchange α and α̃, we get

C(α) +A(α̃) =
B(α̃)B(α)

B(α+ α̃)
,

C(α̃) +A(α) =
B(α̃)B(α)

B(α+ α̃)
.

So ∀ α, α̃ ∈ R, C(α) +A(α̃) = C(α̃) +A(α). Then ∃ C0 ∈ R, C(α)−A(α) ≡ C0. For
simplicity, now let A(α̃) +C(α) = (A(α̃) + C0

2 )+ (A(α) + C0

2 ) , a(α) + a(α̃), B(α) ,
1

b(α) . Then rewrite euqations 1)-4) below.











a(α̃+ α) − a(α) = −
(

b2(α)(a(α) + a(α̃))
)−1

1)′

b(α+ α̃) = b(α)b(α̃)(a(α) + a(α̃)) 2)′

D(α+ α̃) =
√
2πiD(α)D(α̃)(a(α) + a(α̃))−

1
2 . 3)′

In order to derive the solution we want, next we need to show that

b′(0) 6= 0, (ab)′(0) = 0.

5



By 2)’ we get
b(α+ α̃) = (ab)(α)b(α̃) + (ab)(α̃)b(α). (16)

Differentiate w.r.t. α̃ and let α̃ = 0, we have

b′(α) = (ab)(α)b′(0) + (ab)′(0)b(α). (17)

If b′(0) = 0, b′(α) = −2(ab)′(0)b(α). When (ab)′(0) = 0, b(α) ≡ const. And then by
2)’, we get a(α) ≡ const. This leads to contradiction with 1)’. When (ab)′(0) 6= 0, b(α)
is an exponential function multiplied by a constant at most. Similarly by 2)’, we get
a(α) is a constant function, which also leads to contradiction with 1)’. So we get

b′(0) 6= 0.

For (ab)′(0), we set f(α) , b(α)e−(ab)′(0)α. By (16) and calculation, we get

f ′(α) = b′(0)(af)(α), (18)

f(α+ α̃) = (af)(α)f(α̃) + (af)(α̃)f(α). (19)

Differentiate w.r.t. α̃ in (19) and let α̃ = 0, we have

f ′(α) = (af)(α)f ′(0) + (af)′(0)f(α). (20)

Similar to proof of b′(0) 6= 0, we could also show that f ′(0) 6= 0. By taking derivative
of (18) and (20), we have

f ′′(0) = b′(0)(af)′(0),

f ′′(0) = 2f ′(0)(af)′(0). (21)

Now we suppose f ′′(0) 6= 0, then b′(0) = 2f ′(0). And because f ′(0) = b′(0)(ab)(0), we
get (ab)(0) = 1

2 , and then we calculate that

(af)′(0) = (ab)′(0)[1− (ab)(0)] =
1

2
(ab)′(0).

Based on these results and by (17), (20), we have

1

2
b′(α)e−(ab)′(0)α =

1

2
[b′(0)(ab)(α) + (ab)′(0)b(α)]e−(ab)′(0)α,

f ′(α) =
1

2
[b′(0)(ab)(α) + (ab)′(0)b(α)]e−(ab)′(0)α.

Thus, f ′(α) = 1
2b

′(α)e−(ab)′(0)α. Since f ′(α) = [b′(α)−(ab)′(0)b(α)]e−(ab)′(0)α, we have

b′(α) = 2(ab)′(0)b(α).
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However, it will lead to contradiction with equations 1)’-2)’. So f ′′(0) = 0. Then by
(21), we get (af)′(0) = 0. Now rewrite (20),

f ′(α) = f ′(0)(af)(α). (22)

When α = 0, we have that (af)(0) = 1. Let α = α̃ = 0 in (19), then f(0) = 0. And
differentiate w.r.t. α in (22) and let α = 0, then f ′′(0) = 0. Lastly by taking partial
derivatives of second order in (19), we get ∃ ω ∈ R,

f ′′(α) = ωf(α). (23)

In the following, we solve f based on the value range of ω.
When ω = 0, since f(0) = 0, we solve that

f(α) = λα,

b(α) = λαe(ab)
′(0)α, ∀ λ ∈ R

Then by equations 1)’-2)’, we get that

(ab)′(0) = 0.

For the same reason, when ω > 0 or < 0, we could solve f from (23). Then by f(0) = 0
and equations 1)’-2)’ we could get that (ab)′(0) = 0. So (17) can be rewritten as

b′(α) = b′(0)(ab)(α).

This equation is similar to (22), in fact we could follow the proof above and show that
∃ ω ∈ R,

b′′(α) = ωb(α).

In fact, no matter what ω is, the proof idea is same. So we just consider ω > 0 below.
When ω > 0, we solve that

b(α) = λe
√
ωα + γe−

√
ωα, ∀ λ, ω ∈ R.

Since b(0) = f(0) = 0 and b satisfies 1)’-2)’, we can calculate that











A(α) = 1
λ coth(ωα) + γ

B(α) = 1
λcsch(ωα) for some λ, ω, γ ∈ R

C(α) = 1
λ coth(ωα) − γ.

Now solve D(α), let C1 ,
√
2πiλ. By 3)’, we have D(α+ α̃) = C3D(α)D(α̃)

(coth(ωα) + coth(ωα̃))−
1
2 . Take E(α) , C1

√

sinh(ωα)D(α), then ∀ α, α̃ ∈ R,

E(α+ α̃) = E(α)E(α̃).
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So ∃ θ ∈ R, E(α) = eθα, D(α) = 1

C1

√
sinh(ωα)

eθα =
√

1
2πiλ sinh(ωα)e

θα, ∀ θ ∈ R. On

the other hand, we could calculate that

‖Lαf‖L2(R =
∣

∣

∣
D(α)

√

i

2A(α)

∣

∣

∣

(

− 2A(α)

B(α)

)
1
2 ‖f‖L2(R).

Especially when we suppose that Lα is a unitary operator, we have
∣

∣

∣
D(α)

√

i
2A(α)

∣

∣

∣
(− 2A(α)

B(α) )
1
2 = 1. Then we get eθα =

√
2π. Similarly, we get the solutions

(I) and (II). This completes the proof of Theorem 2.1.

3 L
2 convergence

In this section, we consider strong continuity of the operator Lα : L2(R) → L2(R)
with respect to α. We may assume without loss of generality that C(α) 6= 0, so that
the continuity of Lα reduces by (12) to that of Gα (which we now define).

Definition 3.1. Gα is an operator well defined on S(R). For each α, B(α) 6= 0,

Gαf(u) , D(α)

∫

R

f̂(ξ)ei[A(α)ξ2+B(α)uξ]dξ (c0 6 α 6 c1).

By density, there is a unique bounded extension of Gα on L2.

First we apply Plancherel’s theorem to Gα. (For related estimates in Lp(R), see
[14].)

Lemma 3.1. For f ∈ L2(R), we have

‖Gαf‖L2(R) =

(

2πD2(α)

|B(α)|

)
1
2

‖f‖L2(R).

Proof. Take g(ξ) , f̂(ξ)ei
1
2C(α)ξ2 . By Plancherel’s theorem, we get ∀ f ∈ S(R),

‖Gαf‖2L2(R) =
2πD2(α)

|B(α)| ‖g∨‖2L2(R) =
2πD2(α)

|B(α)| ‖f‖2L2(R).

By density, we have ∀f ∈ L2(R), ‖Gαf‖L2(R) = (2πD
2(α)

|B(α)| )
1
2 ‖f‖L2(R).

Since we are concerned with continuous D(α), we will assume without loss of
generality that

D(α) = 1.

Theorem 3.1. lim
α→α0

‖Gαf − Gα0f‖L2(R) = 0 holds for all f ∈ L2(R) if and only if

A(α) and B(α) are continuous at α = α0.
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Proof. For δ > 0, define U(α0, δ) , {α : |α − α0| < δ}. For sufficiency, by Uniformly
Bounded Theorem, it suffices to show that

(1) ∃C0, δ1 > 0, ∀α ∈ U(α0, δ1), ‖Gα‖ 6 C0.

(2) ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R), lim

α→α0

‖Gαf −Gα0f‖L2(R) = 0.

For (1) By condition (1) and (2), we get B(α) exists a positive lower bound C0 on
a neighborhood U(α0, δ1). Then using Lemma (3.1), ∀α ∈ U(α0, δ1), ∀f ∈ L2(R),
‖Gαf‖L2(R) 6 C0‖f‖L2(R). Then ∀α, ‖Gα‖ 6 C0.

For (2) It takes two steps.
I. Show that ∀u ∈ L2(R), ∀f ∈ C∞

0 (R), lim
α→α0

Gαf(u) = Gα0f(u). In particular,

when u belongs to a bounded interval [a, b], the limit above is uniformly convergent
w.r.t u ∈ [a, b].

∀u ∈ L2(R), |Gαf(u)−Gα0f(u)|

6
∫

R

|f̂(ξ)| |ei[(A(α)−A(α0))ξ
2+(B(α)−B(α0))uξ] − 1| dξ

6

∫

R

|f̂(ξ)|
[

|A(α) −A(α0)|ξ2 + |B(α) −B(α0)|(|a| + |b|)|ξ|
]

dξ.

By Dominated Convergence Theorem, the limit is zero as α → α0.
II. Show that ∀f ∈ C∞

0 (R), ∃H ∈ L2(R), ∀α, ∀u, |Gαf(u)| 6 |H(u)|.
Firstly we can easily get ∃C1 > 0, ∀α, |Gαf(u)| 6 C1

|u| by integration by parts and

|Gαf(u)| 6 ‖f‖L1(R). Now define

H(u) =

{

‖f‖L1(R) ∀ |u| 6 1,
C1

|u| ∀ |u| > 1.

By I and II, we prove that ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R), lim

α→α0

‖Gαf −Gα0f‖L2(R) = 0.

For necessity, suppose lim
α→α0

B(α) 6= B(α0), then ∃ǫ0 > 0, ∀δ > 0, ∃α ∈ U(α0, δ),

‖Gαf −Gα0f‖L2(R) >
∣

∣

∣

√

1
B(α) −

√

1
B(α0)

∣

∣

∣

√
2π‖f‖L2(R) > ǫ0

√
2π‖f‖L2(R). It leads to

contradiction with L2 convergence. So lim
α→α0

B(α) = B(α0) is necessary. Furthermore,

let lim
α→α0

A(α) 6= A(α0). Without loss of generality, suppose A(α) − A(α0) 6= 0 on

U(α0, δ) and B(α) ≡ 1, then by Plancherel’s theorem, we have

‖Gαf −Gα0f‖L2(R) = ‖f̂(ξ)(ei[A(α)−A(α0)]ξ
2 − 1)‖L2(R).

Take f̂(ξ) = χE(ξ), where E = U(
√

π
|A(α)−A(α0)

,
√

1
50|A(α)−A(α0)|). Then we have

lim
α→α0

‖Gαf − Gα0f‖L2(R) 6= 0. This leads to a contradiction. The proof of Theorem

3.1 is complete.
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4 Pointwise convergence

In this section we study pointwise continuity of Gαf(u) with respect to α. First we
consider the problem for f belonging to suitable weighted L2 spaces.

Lemma 4.1. Suppose A(α) 6= 0. Then

Gαf(u) =

√

i

2A(α)
D(α)

∫

R

f(t)e−i (B(α)u−t)2

4A(α) dt, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R).

Proof. ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R),

Gαf(u) = D(α)

∫

R

( 1√
2π

∫

R

f(t)e−iξtdt
)

ei[A(α)ξ2+B(α)uξ] dξ

= lim
N→+∞

D(α)

∫ N

−N

ei[A(α)ξ2+B(α)uξ] 1√
2π

∫

R

f(t)e−iξt dtdξ

=
D(α)√
2π

lim
N→+∞

∫

R

f(t)

∫ N

−N

ei[A(α)ξ2+(B(α)u−t)ξ] dξdt (Fubini’s Theorem).

Since
∫

R
sinx2 dx =

∫

R
cos x2 dx =

√

π
2 (cf. [15]), we have for a 6= 0,

∫

R

ei(aξ
2+bξ) dξ =

√

π

a
e−i b2

4a+π
4 i.

This completes the proof of Lemma 4.1.

Theorem 4.1. Suppose A(α) and B(α) are continuous at α = α0, and A(α0) 6= 0.
Then for all f ∈ L2((1 + t2)rdt) with r > 1

2 , we have

lim
α→α0

Gαf(u) = Gα0f(u), u ∈ R. (24)

Conversely, if there exists u0 ∈ R such that lim
α→α0

Gαf(u0) = Gα0f(u0) holds for all

f ∈ L2((1 + t2)rdt), then r > 1
2 .

Proof. By the uniform boundedness theorem, it suffices to show

I ∀u ∈ R, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R), lim

α→α0

Gαf(u) = Gα0f(u);

II ∀u ∈ R, ∃C0, δ > 0, sup
f∈C∞

0 (R)
α∈U(α0,δ)

|Gαf(u)|
‖f‖ 6 C0, where ‖f‖ =

(

∫

R

|f(t)|2(1 + t2)rdt
)

1
2 .

For I By condition and Theorem 3.1, we can get I.

10



For II By Lemma 4.1, When r > 1
2 ,

|Gαf(u)| 6 C0

∫

R

|f(t)|dt

6 C0‖f‖L2((1+t2)rdt)

(

∫

R

(1 + t2)−rdt
)

1
2

6 C0‖f‖L2((1+t2)rdt).

Conversely, if for all f ∈ L2((1 + t2)rdt), lim
α→α0

Gαf(u0) = Gα0f(u0). By the uniform

boundedness theorem again, ∃C > 0, such that ‖Gα‖ 6 C. By the Riesz representation
theorem, we have

‖Gα‖ =
∥

∥

∥

√

i

2A(α)
(1 + (·)2)− r

2 e−i
(B(α)u0−(·))2

4A(α)

∥

∥

∥

L2(R)
.

Thus r > 1
2 . This completes the proof of Theorem 4.1.

Remark 4.1. When r > 1
2 , we have L2((1 + t2)rdt) ⊂ L1(R), thus (24) holds even

when B(α0) = 0.

Next, we consider the pointwise convergence problem for f belonging to the Sobolev
spaces Hs(R).

Theorem 4.2. Suppose A(α) and B(α) are continuous at α = α0. Then for all
f ∈ Hs(R) with s > 1

2 , we have

lim
α→α0

Gαf(u) = Gα0f(u), u ∈ R.

Conversely, if there exists u0 ∈ R such that lim
α→α0

Gαf(u0) = Gα0f(u0) holds for all

f ∈ Hs(R), then s > 1
2 .

Proof. Similar to the proof of Theorem 4.1, it suffices to show

I ∀u ∈ R, ∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R), lim

α→α0

Gαf(u) = Gα0f(u);

II ∀u ∈ R, ∃C0, δ > 0, sup
f∈C∞

0 (R)
α∈U(α0,δ)

|Gαf(u)|
‖f‖ 6 C0, where ‖f‖ =

(

∫

R

|f̂(ξ)|2(1 + |ξ|2)sdt
)

1
2 .

For I By Theorem 3.1 and the assumptions, we get I.
For II By Definition 3.1, for s > 1

2 , we have

|Gαf(u)| 6
∫

R

|f̂(ξ)| dξ

6 ‖f‖Hs(R)

(
∫

R

(1 + ξ2)−sdξ

)
1
2

11



6 C0‖f‖Hs(R).

Conversely, if for all f ∈ Hs(R), lim
α→α0

Gαf(u0) = Gα0f(u0) holds. Then ∃C > 0 such

that ‖Gα‖ 6 C. By the Riesz theorem again, we have

‖Gα‖ =
∥

∥

∥
(1 + (·)2)− s

2 ei[(A(α)(·))2+B(α)u0(·)]
∥

∥

∥

L2(R)
.

Thus s > 1
2 . This completes the proof of Theorem 4.2

We turn to the operator La defined in (13) and consider its limit as a → 0. The
space of Hölder continuous functions supported in (c, d) will be denoted by Cs

c (c, d),
where s is the Hölder exponent. Since Cs

c (c, d) ⊂ Hs(R) (cf. [16, §1.4]), by Theorem
4.2 the pointwise convergence (24) holds for all f ∈ Cs

c (c, d) with s > 1/2.

We will show that the condition s > 1
2 is also optimal for Hölder continuous

functions. First we state a positive result.

Theorem 4.3. Suppose b(a) is Lipschitz continuous on [0, c1], and b(0) = 1. Then
there exists a constant C2 > 0, such that for all R > |c|+ |d|, we have

∥

∥

∥
sup

a∈[0,c1]

|Laf |
∥

∥

∥

L∞[−R,R]
6 C2(1 + |d− c|)R 1

2 ‖f‖
C

1
2
c (c,d)

.

Proof. For simplicity, denote b(a) , b and ‖f‖
C

1
2
c (c,d)

, ‖f‖. By Lemma 4.1,

∣

∣Laf(u)
∣

∣ =
∣

∣

1√
2a

∫

R

f(t)e−i (b(a)u−t)2

4a dt
∣

∣

=
∣

∣

1√
2a

∫ d−b(a)u

c−b(a)u

f(t+ bu)e−i t2

4a dt|

6 |2a|− 1
2

∣

∣

∫ d−bu

c−bu

f(t+ u)e−i t2

4a dt
∣

∣

+ |2a|− 1
2

∣

∣

∫ d−bu

c−bu

(

f(t+ bu)− f(t+ u)
)

e−i t2

4a dt
∣

∣

, I + II.

When u 6= 0, without loss of generality, suppose the lower limit of the integral above

satisfies c−bu > 0 (if c−bu < 0, we can divide I into
∫ 0

c−bu
and

∫ d−bu

0
). Now we divide

I into several parts. Let tk =
√
8kπa (k = n1 + 1, n1 + 2, · · · , n2; n1, n2 > 0), tn1 =

c− bu ∈ [
√
8n1πa,

√

8(n1 + 1)πa), tn2+1 = d− bu ∈ (
√
8n2πa,

√

8(n2 + 1)πa].

I 6 |2a|− 1
2

n2
∑

k=n1

|
∫ tk+1

tk

(f(t+ u)− f(tk + u))e−i t2

4a dt
∣

∣

12



+ |2a|− 1
2

n2
∑

k=n1

∣

∣f(tk + u)

∫ tk+1

tk

e−i t2

4a dt
∣

∣.

, I(1) + I(2).

I(1) . |a|− 1
2 ‖f‖

n2
∑

k=n1

|tk+1 − tk|
3
2 . |a| 14 ‖f‖

n2+1
∑

k=n1+1

k−
3
4 . R

1
2 ‖f‖.

I(2) . ‖f‖
n2
∑

k=n1

∣

∣

∣

∫

t2
k

4a

t2
k+1
4a

e−it 1√
t
dt
∣

∣

∣
.

Now divide
n2
∑

k=n1

∣

∣

∣

∫

t2
k

4a

t2
k+1
4a

e−it 1√
t
dt
∣

∣

∣
into three parts:

(1) Using integration by parts,

n2−1
∑

k=n1+1

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2(k+1)π

2kπ

e−it 1√
t
dt
∣

∣

∣
.

n2−1
∑

k=n1+1

(
1√
k
− 1√

k + 1
) 6 (n1 + 1)−

1
2 6 1;

(2)
∣

∣

∣

∫ 2(n1+1)π
(c−bu)2

4a

e−it 1√
t
dt
∣

∣

∣
: When n1 6 3,

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2(n1+1)π
(c−bu)2

4a

∣

∣

∣
6

∫ 20

0 t−
1
2 dt; Otherwise,

∣

∣

∣

∫ 2(n1+1)π
(c−bu)2

4a

∣

∣

∣
.

∫ 2(n1+1)π

2n1π
t−

1
2 dt . n

− 1
2

1 6 1√
3
;

(3)
∣

∣

∣

∫
(d−bu)2

4a

2n2πa
e−it 1√

t
dt
∣

∣

∣
: Similar to (2).

Thus, by the Lipschitz continuity of b(a), we have

II . |a|− 1
2 |(d − c)2(b− 1)u| 12 ‖f‖ . |d− c|R 1

2 ‖f‖.

Since f ∈ C
1/2
c (c, d), it is easy to verify that Laf(u) is continuous with respect to

u. Therefore the case u = 0 follows immediately from the bound for u 6= 0. This
completes the proof of Theorem 4.3.

Now we state the negative result.

Proposition 4.1. Suppose |b(a)| 6 M and b(0) = 1. Then ∃ f ∈ C
1
2
c [

1
4 ,

1
2 ] and

u0 ∈ (0, 1
80M ), such that

lim
a→0

Laf(u0) 6= L0f(u0).

Proof. Let ak = 2−k, bk = b(ak). Take f(t) =
+∞
∑

k=1

√
2ak e

i
(bku0−t)2

4ak φ(t), where φ ∈

C∞
0 (R) and supp φ ⊂ [ 14 ,

1
2 ]. It is easy to see that f ∈ C[0, 1]. Let 0 < u0 < 1

80M . Then

|Lan
f(u0)| =

∣

∣

∣

+∞
∑

k=1

√

ak
an

∫

R

φ(t) e
i[

(bku0−t)2

4ak
− (bnu0−t)2

4an
]
dt
∣

∣

∣
.
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Now divide Lan
f(u0) into three parts.

(1) k = n :
∫

R
φ(t) dt 6= 0.

(2) k < n :

∣

∣

∣

n−1
∑

k=1

2
n−k

2

∫

R

φ(t)ei[2
k−2(bku0−t)2−2n−2(bnu0−t)2] dt

∣

∣

∣

.
n−1
∑

k=1

∫

R

∣

∣

∣

φ′(t)

2k−1(bku0 − t)− 2n−1(bnu0 − t)

∣

∣

∣
dt

+

∫

R

|φ′(t)| |2k−1 − 2n−1|
|2k−1(bku0 − t)− 2n−1(bnu0 − t)|2 dt (using integration by parts)

.
n−1
∑

k=1

2
n−k

2

|2k−1 − 2n−1|

.
n−1
∑

k=1

2
n−k

2 2−n

.2−
n
2 → 0, as n → +∞.

(3) k > n :

∣

∣

∣

+∞
∑

k=n+1

2
n−k

2

∫

R

φ(t)ei[2
k−2(bku0−t)2−2n−2(bnu0−t)2] dt

∣

∣

∣

.
+∞
∑

k=n+1

2
n−k

2

|2k−1 − 2n−1|

.
+∞
∑

k=n+1

2
n−k

2 2−k

.
1

2n

+∞
∑

l=1

2−
l
2 → 0, as n → +∞.

Since L0f(u0) = 0, we get lim
n→+∞

Lan
f(u0) 6= L0f(u0). It remains to show f ∈

C
1
2
c [

1
4 ,

1
2 ], that is, ∃C > 0, such that ∀t1, t2 ∈ [ 14 ,

1
2 ], we have

|f(t1)− f(t2)| 6 C|t1 − t2|
1
2 .

Since t1 6= t2, ∃N > 0, such that 2−(N+1) < |t1 − t2| 6 2−N . Now

|f(t1)− f(t2)| .
+∞
∑

k=1

|
√
2ak|

∣

∣e
i
(bku0−t1)2

4ak φ(t1)− e
i
(bku0−t2)2

4ak φ(t2)
∣

∣

14



=
(

∑

k6N

+
∑

k>N

)

|
√
2ak|

∣

∣e
i
(bku0−t1)2

4ak φ(t1)− e
i
(bku0−t2)2

4ak φ(t2)
∣

∣

,I + II,

where

I .
∑

k6N

2−
k
2 (2k + 1) |t1 − t2| (by the mean value theorem)

. 2
N
2 |t1 − t2| . |t1 − t2|

1
2 ,

II .
∑

k>N

2−
k
2

. 2−
N
2 . |t1 − t2|

1
2 .

Thus f ∈ C
1
2
c [

1
4 ,

1
2 ]. This completes the proof of Proposition 4.1.

5 Almost-everywhere convergence

In this section we consider the almost-everywhere convergence of Laf as a → a0.

The following result is a special case of [10, Theorem 1.3] and [11, Theorem 1.3].
Here we give a simplified proof for the specific operator La. (For related results in
higher dimensions, we refer to [17], [18], [19], and references therein.)

Proposition 5.1. Suppose b(a) is Lipschitz continuous near a = a0. Then for all
f ∈ Hs(R) with s > 1

4 , we have

lim
a→a0

Laf(u) = La0f(u), a.e. u ∈ R.1

Before proving Proposition 5.1, we first recall that the almost-everywhere conver-
gence of Laf is implied by boundedness of the corresponding maximal operators

L+
∗ f(u) , sup

a∈(a0,a0+δ)

|Laf(u)|

and
L−
∗ f(u) , sup

a∈(a0−δ,a0)

|Laf(u)|.

For simplicity, we will only consider L∗f , L+
∗ f .

Lemma 5.1. Let E ⊂ R. Suppose

(1) lim
a→a0

b(a) = b(a0);

(2) ∃ C > 0, such that ‖L∗f‖L1,∞(E) 6 C‖f‖Hs(R).

1For more quantitative results concerning the rate of convergence, see [20].
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Then for all f ∈ Hs(R), we have

lim
a→a0

Laf(u) = La0f(u), a.e. u ∈ E.

Proof. The proof follows from a standard density argument, cf. [21, §1.1].

To bound the maximal function L∗f , we use the Kolmogorov-Seliverstov-Plessner
method (cf. [8]).

Lemma 5.2. Let E ⊂ R. Then

∃C > 0, ‖L∗f‖L1,∞(E) 6 C‖f‖Hs(R) ⇔ ∃C̃ > 0, sup
{a(·)}

‖L{a(·)}f‖L1,∞(E) 6 C̃‖f‖Hs(R),

where a(u) is an arbitrary function whose value lies in (a0, a0 + δ).

As in [8] we will need the following integral estimate.

Lemma 5.3. There exists a constant C0 > 0 independent of a, b ∈ R, such that for
any N > max( 1√

|b|
, 1
|b| ), we have

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

∫ N

−N

(1 + ξ2)−
1
4 ei(aξ

2+bξ) dξ

∣

∣

∣

∣

∣

6 C0(|a|2 + |b|2)− 1
4 .

Proof. By [22, Ch. 8], when b = 0, ∃C1 > 0, such that for N > 0, we have

|
∫ N

−N

(1 + ξ2)−
1
4 eiaξ

2

dξ| 6 C1|a|−
1
2 ;

when b 6= 0, ∃C2 > 0, such that for N > max( 1√
|b|
, 1
|b| ), we have

|
∫ N

−N

(1 + ξ2)−
1
4 ei(aξ

2+bξ) dξ| 6 C2|b|−
1
2 .

Combining the above estimates, the desired bound follows.

We are now ready to prove Proposition 5.1.

Proof of Proposition 5.1. By Lemma 5.1 and Lemma 5.2, it suffices to show that there
exists p > 1, such that for any bounded interval [c, d] ⊂ R, ∃C > 0, such that

sup
{a(·)}

‖La(·)f‖Lp[c,d] 6 C‖f‖
H

1
4 (R)

. (25)
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∀f ∈ C∞
0 (R), we have ‖La(u)f‖Lp[c,d] = sup

g∈C∞

0 (R)
‖g‖

Lp′ [c,d]
61

〈La(u)f, g〉, where 1
p + 1

p′
= 1. By

Fubini’s theorem,

〈La(u)f, g〉 =
∫ d

c

∫

R

f̂(ξ)ei(a(u)ξ
2+b(a(u))uξ) dξ g(u) du

= lim
N→+∞

∫ N

−N

[

(1 + ξ2)
s
2 f̂(ξ)

]

(1 + ξ2)−
s
2

[

∫ d

c

ei(a(u)ξ
2+b(a(u))uξ)g(u) du

]

dξ

= lim
N→+∞

∫ N

−N

(1 + ξ2)
s
2 f̂(ξ)×

[

(1 + ξ2)−s

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

g(u1)g(u2)e
i[(a(u1)−a(u2))ξ

2+(b(a(u1))u1−b(a(u2))u2)ξ] du1du2

]
1
2

dξ

6‖f‖
H

1
4 (R)

sup
N

∥

∥

∥

[

(1 + (·)2)−s

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

g(u1)g(u2)e
i[(a1−a2)(·)2+(b1u1−b2u2)(·)] du1du2

]
1
2
∥

∥

∥

L2[−N,N ]
,

where for simplicity, let ai , a(ui), bi , b(a(ui)). By Fubini’s theorem,

∥

∥

∥

[

(1 + (·)2)−s

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

g(u1)g(u2)e
i[(a1−a2)(·)2+(b1u1−b2u2)(·)] du1du2

]
1
2
∥

∥

∥

2

L2[−N,N ]

=

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

g(u1)g(u2)

∫ N

−N

(1 + ξ2)−sei[(a1−a2)ξ
2+(b1u1−b2u2)ξ] dξdu1du2

Now estimate K(u1, u2) ,
∫N

−N
(1+ξ2)−sei[(a1−a2)ξ

2+(b1u1−b2u2)ξ] dξ. Divide [c, d]2

into several parts:
I When (u1, u2) ∈ {[c, d]2 : a1 = a2, b1u1 6= b2u2}, by Lemma 5.3, |K(u1, u2)| 6
C0|b1u1 − b2u2|−

1
2 . Since a1 = a2 ⇒ b1 = b2,

|b1u1 − b2u2|−
1
2 = |b1|−

1
2 |u1 − u2|−

1
2 6 C|u1 − u2|−

1
2 .

II When (u1, u2) ∈ {[c, d]2 : a1 6= a2, b1u1 = b2u2}, by Lemma 5.3, |K(u1, u2)| 6
C0|a1 − a2|−

1
2 . Since b is Lipschitz continuous,

|a1 − a2| > C|b1 − b2| = C| b1
u2

u2 −
b2
u1

u1| = C| b1
u2

(u1 − u2)| > C|u1 − u2|.

III When (u1, u2) ∈ {[c, d]2 : a1 6= a2, b1u1 6= b2u2}, for simplicity, let b1u1 ,
1
ǫ1
, b2u2 , 1

ǫ2
. Since |a1 − a2| > C|b1 − b2| = C| 1

ǫ1u1
− 1

ǫ2u2
|, by Lemma 5.3, we get

|K(u1, u2)| 6 C0

(

| 1
ǫ1

− 1

ǫ2
|+ | 1

ǫ1u1
− 1

ǫ2u2
|
)− 1

2

.
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Since
(

| 1
ǫ1

− 1
ǫ2
|+ | 1

ǫ1u1
− 1

ǫ2u2
|
)2

6 C0ǫ
2
[

u2
1u

2
2 ( ǫ2ǫ1 − 1)2 +( ǫ2u2

ǫ1
−u1)

2
]

, now consider

u2
1u

2
2 ( ǫ2ǫ1 − 1)2 + ( ǫ2u2

ǫ1
− u1)

2 as a function w.r.t. ǫ2
ǫ1
, and we have

(

| 1
ǫ1

− 1

ǫ2
|+ | 1

ǫ1u1
− 1

ǫ2u2
|
)2

> C0(ǫ1u1)
2(u1 − u2)

2 > C0(u1 − u2)
2.

IV When (u1, u2) ∈ {[c, d]2 : a1 = a2, b1u1 = b2u2}, by III, we know that

(|a1 − a2|+ |b1u1 − b2u2|)2 > C0(u1 − u2)
2.

So {[c, d]2 : a1 = a2, b1u1 = b2u2} ⊂ {[c, d]2 : u1 = u2} be a zero measure. Without
loss of generality, we can suppose that a1 = a2 and b1u1 = b2u2 do not hold at the
same time.

To sum up, we have ∃N0 > 0, ∀N > N0,

∣

∣

∣

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

g(u1)g(u2)K(u1, u2) du1du2

∣

∣

∣

6C

∫ d

c

∫ d

c

|g(u1)g(u2)| |u1 − u2|−
1
2 du1du2

6C〈H ∗ |g|, |g|〉 (H(u1) , |u1|−
1
2 )

6C‖H ∗ |g|‖Lp[c,d]‖g‖Lp′ [c,d]

6C‖H‖
L

p
2
,∞[c,d]

‖g‖2
Lp′ [c,d]

6C‖H‖
L

p
2
,∞[c,d]

, where C is independent of N.

In the second last line, we have used Young’s inequality on weak type spaces (cf. [23,
Ch. 1]). Now all we need is ‖H‖

L
p
2 ,∞ < ∞, that is, p 6 4. It follows that (25) holds

for p ≤ 4. This completes the proof of Proposition 5.1.

Remark 5.1. The condition p ≤ 4 is optimal for (25) to hold. This follows from the
sharpness of the Sobolev inequality:

‖f‖Lp[c,d] = c‖L0f‖Lp[c,d] 6 c‖L∗f‖Lp[c,d] 6 C‖f‖
H

1
4 (R)

, p ≤ 4.

Now we show that the almost-everywhere convergence in Proposition 5.1 does not
always hold if s < 1

4 . As in [9, p. 208], the proof reduces to the following proposition.

Proposition 5.2. Suppose b(a) is continuous on [a0, a0 + δ). If there exists a set E
of positive measure such that

‖L∗f‖L1,∞(E) 6 C‖f‖Hs(R),

then s > 1
4 .
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Proof. For any N > 10, take Φ ∈ C∞
0 (R), ΦN , NΦ(Nx) such that |La0ΦN (x)| > N

2
on [− 1

N , 1
N ]. By Theorem 3.1, we have lim

a→a0

|LaΦN (u)| = |La0ΦN (u)| uniformly w.r.t.

u ∈ [− 1
N , 1

N ], i.e. ∃ǫ0 < 1
50 , ∃δ > 0, ∀a ∈ U(a0, δ), ∀u ∈ [− 1

N , 1
N ], |LaΦN (u)| >

|La0ΦN (u)| − ǫ0 > N
4 . Since by calculation,

La(e
i
a−a0

a
NyΦN (y))(u) = ei

(

[(a−a0)N ]2

a
+

b(a)u(a−a0)
a

N
)

LaΦN (u+
2(a− a0)N

b(a)
).

Then ∀u ∈ E, ∃a = a(u) ∈ U(a0, δ), s.t. u = 2(a−a0)N
b(a) ,

|La(e
−i

a−a0
a

NyΦN (y))(u)| > |La0ΦN (u− 2(a− a0)N

b(a)
)| − ǫ0 >

N

4
.

This is because the range of 2(a−a0)
b(a) N can be denoted by [C1N,C2N ] (C1 < C2) by

continuity of b, and we can choose N at the beginning such that E ⊂ [C1N,C2N ].

Now we have ‖L∗(e−i
a−a0

a
NyΦN (y))‖L1,∞(E) >

N
4 . Since ‖e−i

a−a0
a

N(·)ΦN (·)‖Hs(R) 6

C0N
2s+ 1

2 , we get

N

4
6 ‖L∗(e

−i
a−a0

a
NyΦN (y))‖L1,∞(E) 6 C‖e−i

a−a0
a

N(·)ΦN (·)‖Hs(R) 6 CN2s+ 1
2 .

So 1 6 2s+ 1
2 ⇒ s > 1

4 . This completes the proof of Proposition 5.2.

6 Global boundedness

In this section we consider global boundedness of the maximal function L∗f .

Proposition 6.1. Suppose the range of b(a), a ∈ (a0, a0 + δ) is a set of positive
measure. Then

sup
f∈Hs(R)

f 6=0

‖L∗f‖Lp(R)

‖f‖Hs(R)
= +∞

for any s > 0 and p < ∞.

Proof. The proof is an adaptation of that of [12, Theorem 3]. By Lemma 5.2, it
suffices to show that ∀L > 0, ∃f0 ∈ Hs(R), ∃a(u), ‖La(·)f0‖L2(R) > L‖f0‖Hs(R).

Without loss of generality, suppose a0 + δ 6= 0. Take f̂0(ξ) = eiNξχU(0, 1√
a0+δ

)(ξ).

∀u ∈ F , {−N
x : ∀x ∈ E}, ∃ ã(u) ∈ (a0, a0 + δ), s.t. b(ã(u))u+N = 0.

|Lã(u)f0(u)| = |
∫ 1√

a0+δ

− 1√
a0+δ

eiã(u)ξ
2

dξ|

> | 2
√

ã(u)

∫

√

ã(u)
a0+δ

0

cos η2 dη|
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> 2 cos 1.

Since 0 < |E| < ∞, there exists C0 > 0, s.t. |F | = C0N |E| = C0N , then

‖Lã(·)f0‖Lp(R) > (

∫

F

|2 cos 1|pdu) 1
p > C0N

1
p .

If N is chosen large enough, then sup
{a(·)}

‖La(·)f0‖L2(R) > L‖f0‖Hs(R), as desired. This

completes the proof of Proposition 6.1.
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